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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA 

W. A. DREW EDMONDSON, in his 
capacity as ATTORNEY GENERAL 
OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA and 
OKLAHOMA SECRETARY OF THE 
ENVIRONMENT C. MILES TOLBERT,) 
in his capacity as the 
TRUSTEE FOR NATURAL RESOURCES) 
FOR THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

TYSON FOODS, INC., et al, 

Defendants. 

4 05-CV-00329-TCK-SAJ 

VOLUME II OF THE VIDEOTAPED 

DEPOSITION OF ROGER OLSEN, PhD, produced as a 

witness on behalf of the Defendants in the above 

styled and numbered cause, taken on the llth day of 

September, 2008, in the City of Tulsa, County of 

Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, before me, Lisa A. 

Steinmeyer, a Certified Shorthand Reporter, duly 

certified under and by virtue of the laws of the 

State of Oklahoma. 
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that you've expressed in your ex•zrt report? 

A He had t-he expcxthe in •e pros 

•o •t•fi•l •l•. wo• wi• 

d•e•ted h• wo• oct•lly • 
•l•. 08:33•t 

Q Mr, Chap•ll a•ally 

thai compul• the Pria•pal Comp•¢at 

tkat you interred; is that r•ht? 

Q O•y. Did Mr. C•ppell all of •e PeA 

ana•sh that you have •fe• 

conneclJon •th your work in this 

•. PAGE: Obj•t •e 

A He d• all •e • • •a[ •c• 

•d •at done for my • •. 

Q O•y. Did Mr. Chappell I'm so•. Slake 

thaL We• the• any prior thai not 

•fe•ed in your • •bs•atat of the 

p•n•l component analysis that you youneff 

completed? 08:34• 

A Yes. did I•t y•. 

Q 

A It ta•ed ab•t h •e pre]•m• 
•j•ct •n he•g •d, m• • tim • my 

de•ition •t •. •:3• 

0•:33AM 

Q Okay. So tell about these two other rimes, 

Dr, Olsen, that you Syssmt yourself compute 

principal comport©uS in other 

projeds. 
A I'd have go •ck and rocdle¢1- Iknow 08: 36A.M 

that do/rig s•atis, lc•l •raining. 

• •.iok ;•d do• 
and kind of •dln$ off who doing 

of th• and things, and think that 

10 fo•et what data that 08:36A-M 

Q Who you tralalng? 
12 A Wc dld imemal tralning and dld 

13 •n•8 wi•h several agencies. th,.nk thi• 

Q Y did that with lhe assistance of Mr. 08:36AM 

16 Chappcih is Ihat right? 

17 A y=, uh-huk 

18 Q Is there any instance where you have the 

19 principal component analysLs safiavare, 

yourself and computed prior to this 0g:3fiAM 

without the assistance af Mr. Chappell? 

22 A Well, yoatg I've don• iI with other pe•le, 

just r•t Dr. ChappelL bul mually ca•uh wi• 

24 meke thee, you know, I'm rur•ar• it 

2 right and every•/ng checkb•8 theh" dat• th•h" 0&37AM 

301 303 

Q S0 If undel%land correctly, Dr, O1•., ),ou 

actually yourself running the Syntat so• 2 Q Dr, Olsen, prior to your wo• in this case, 

have y• b•n qualified ex• withes to 
computing prlaclpa] component •p until •e 

prellmina• •Ju•on, •t *Inca that dine Rick offer opinion ba• upon p•ncipal 

Chagall has b• •nning •e principal •m•n•t 08:34• 5 com•nent analysis? 08:37AM 

a•l•ls and computing the pdncip• compo•nt A •ve b•n •]ified m•y 
•o•=7 oplni•s. ]'m •i• to •d have •ed •, 

A NO. I'm so• if con•ed y• you •sk• 8 pfinci•l •m•nen• • o•¢r s•is6•l •alysis 

ill had •ae •, a• had •ne few 9 • •e id•tifi•tio•. don't thi• I've 

• •d •d •d b• •k •p• • •1 s•tisti• •d PC. •s•lly don'• m•e it • 

12 •n doing by f•, •at• • •e 12 when •ey q•li• yo• 

13 pre• inj=•c•% of• 13 limi• •, you •ow. •m in •is p•i•l• 

14 Q O•y. Pdorlo•ur•thl*ea=e, Dr. ¢•4 Th¢y•uallymyso•identificafionby 

15 Olsen. had you Sy•t a• eompme• •;35AM 15 •i• smtisti•l m¢• o•r m• yoa •ow, 08:38• 

pdnd• ¢,m•nent before7 16 wei•t of ¢viden• s• i]• w•t d• here. So 

17 A Y•, •d •t• o•or oc•om 17 I'm •'ing to •i•. The did in Midval¢. 

18 o•¢r p¢o@¢ do • for 18 Q How do you s•ll Mille? 

19 Q H• many •m.¢ have you the sof• 9 A M-I-D-V-A-L-E. Sh•on 

20 you•lr prior this •se? 08:35• 20 •¢nt of $•i• • pn•i•l •ponent 08:38• 

21 A • m•fiy •t• •opM. •ably •=t 2 •lysis but •at •uled 

22 couple o•¢• •= •t ect•y •d f• 22 •81, but did do de•sitio•, 

23 for pet •d • for p• tom.hem. I• •23 Q You •dn't t•fify in cou• though? 

24 Syg•=t lot of omer Se y•, bat }24 A y=. but g•e de•itio• don't •ow 

25 pro•bly o$er •. 08:35• 2 5 if •at •lifi• you ex• •d •lked about 08:39•q 
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lhose tt•ed for cx•fficiem of determination 

Q Okay. Can you shed any Ilgh• Dr. Olsen, 

how CD scatter plot would indicate thot retaining 
certain number of principal eompvnent• is 05:41PM 

sufficient? 

A No. 

Q Dr. Olsen, Mr. Chappell sngge•ted that you 

consider applying this approach to your 

19 principal vomponenl analysis for this in his 05:41PM 

E-mail. Did you do that? 

12 MR. PAGE• Object tothe form. 

A He implied should do it He said I'm 

14 to go to tiffs level, he didn't 

15 specifically suggest that do it. I'm also not 05:41PM 

16 whether it's applicable p•. Maybe 

1B Q Well, did you discuss it with Jim? 

19 A think did. 

23 Q Okay. Did you implement this exercise? 05:41PM 

21 A No. We decided it wasn't necessa•/based 
22 graphical production of the plots •aat 

Q Dr. Olscn, did you Mr. Chappell anyone 

25 working for the State In connection with this 05:42PM 

573 

A No, but he's check what did. 

Q Did you include anything in your expert report 

that Is the work product analysis ofMr. Loftls? 

A No. did not. 

MR. GEORGE: through and will pass the 05:43PM 

witness. 

IVIR. PAGE: Since I'm the only left 

MR GEORGE: Anybody the phone have 

question two? Do have onyone left the 

phone? 05:44PM 

MR. PAGE: Well, since I'm the only 
left, have ination at dais time. So 

1'11 juzt state for the Record thal Dr. Olsen will 

read and sign 
MR. McDAN1EL: Can just make statement, 05:44PM 

statement for the Record that's not 

necessary that it be the deposition Record, but 

we've learned yesterday that there persons •vho 

have authored parts of Dr. Olsen's repor• and, of 

course, the right to pursue those have 05:44PlvI 

not deposed, but couple of the people identified 

we've already deposed, and it not known to 

the tim of their depositions that they also 

authored part of thiz repoa certainly 
the right to recall those individuals to examine 

575 
05:45PM 

principal component analysis do anything to test 

evaluate whether not your principal component 

analysis reliably reproducing data? 

A Agal•, dofft know for how to do fiat 

and exasfly what Jim Loftis did m his evaluation of 05:42PM 

it don't imo•v if he did that 

Q Well, Dr. Olsen, you've referred to Jim 

Loftis. Who is Jim Loflis? 

A He's profer•or Colorado State Univor•ity. 

tO Q Another consultant rotaiued by the attorneys 05:42PM I0 

working for the State of Oklahoma? 

12 A Thafs 12 

13 Q Okay. DidDr.-- I'm sorD', did Jim Loftis 13 

send you any CD scarer plots that he had 

15 your principal component analysis? 05:43PM 

16 A No, he did na_ 

17 Q Did Mr. Loffis send you an)' analysis to the 

best of your recollection that showed that your 

19 principal component analysis reproducing the 19 

20 data to high degree? 05:•3PM 20 

21 A No. Wehadverbaldiscussiomonhis 
121 

22 evaluation of PCA analysis, i22 
23 Q Well, you relying upon Mr, Loftis to 2 3 

support the accuracy and reliabilit• of your 2 

principal component anal.•ls? 05:43PM 

574 

them with re•ard their authorship in this repart 

MR. PAGE: don't have anything 
3 say. 

VIDEOGRAPHER: This concludes the 

5 deposition of Roger Olsen. We off the 

Record. The time is 4:45 p.m. 5:45 p.m. 

7 (Whereupon, the depositioo 
concluded 5:45 p.m) 

576 

05:45PM 
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